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Section A: Full range of options for the International
Arrangement on Forests

Sweden welcomes the review of the effectiveness of the current
International Arrangement on Forests (IAF). It provides an
opportunity to reassess the global forest policy dialogue in light of past
performance and at the same time address current and future global
challenges and opportunities of relevance to forests.

The world has considerably changed since the start of the global forest
policy dialogue at the Earth Summit in 1992. However, the current IAF
is still a reflection of the “forest track” that was set out in Rio by the
Forest Principles and later further developed by the Intergovernmental
Panel on Forests, the Intergovernmental Forum on Forests and the UN
Forum on Forests.

Sweden, being a forest rich country, with approximately two thirds of
the country’s land mass covered by forests, has long realized the
interconnectivity of forest policy at home and abroad. Currently,
Sweden is ranked as the world’s third-largest exporter of saw timber
products and paper, and the world’s fifth-largest exporter of pulp1.
Forests are important for Swedish prosperity and identity, the
wellbeing of its people and conservation of nature.

In 2011 the Swedish government declared a forest vision accompanied
with an action plan, this initiative is called the Forest Kingdom: with
values for the world2. The Forest Kingdom is based on the sustainable
use of forests and ensuring a balanced approach to both the protection
of the environment, while at the same time maintaining a high level of
production. Striking this balance is not always an easy task and
sharing information, exchange on lessons learned as well as good
practices with other countries is one of the tasks included in the
action plan. Moreover, it highlights the important role that sustainably
managed forests play in contributing to poverty reduction, food
security, combating global warming and the loss of biological
diversity. The action plan also includes targets, such as increasing
export of forest products and technical know-how by 20% for 2020.

Currently, the Swedish Government Offices and the Swedish Forest
Agency are involved in many different forest policy processes at the
sub-regional, regional and international levels. In addition, Sweden is
cooperating both bilaterally and multi-laterally on forest related issues
with many countries around the world through many international
organizations and directly through various MoU:s. This support is

1 Swedish Forestry. Information brochure from the Government Offices of Sweden.
Available on-line: http://www.regeringen.se/sb/d/16151/a/202396
2 The Forest Kingdom – with values for the world. Action plan from the Government
Offices of Sweden. Available on-line: http://www.regeringen.se/sb/d/14108/a/178773
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often channeled through the Swedish Ministry for Foreign Affairs and
the Swedish International Development Cooperation Agency (Sida).

Sweden is greatly concerned about the policy fragmentation of forest
at different levels. The review of the effectiveness of the IAF is an
opportunity to look at the bigger forest governance picture. This
review could not come at a more opportune time, since during 2015
much of the focus of the international community will be on the
development of the post 2015 development agenda, building on the
experience of the MDGs and the development of SDGs, as well as the
development of a new global climate change agreement. Hence, in
2015, many processes are at a cross-roads and Sweden will work
towards finding a path forward that gives due consideration to forests.

In light of this, Sweden believes that it is too premature, at this stage,
to state a preference for options for future IAF. Sweden looks forward
to the results of the independent review currently being carried out by
consultants, as well as the discussions during the upcoming meetings
of the ad hoc Expert Group on IAF (AHEG). However, Sweden believes
that it is important that the consultants and the AHEG look at the full
range of options for the IAF and position it in the broader context of
the post 2015 development agenda.

In addition, Sweden believes it to be important that when analyzing
the various future options one does this in the context of principal
functions such as providing forest policy dialogue; fostering synergies
among different forest processes and organizations; and strengthening
implementation on the ground.

The some of the possible future options that Sweden will analyze in
the months to come include, amongst others:

 continuing the current IAF with the possibility of strengthening
and amending its mandate based on the assessment of its
effectiveness;

 developing the IAF in a new direction allowing for broader
mandate to address larger land-use issues, in order to address
the underlying causes of deforestation, many which lie outside
the forest sector (i.e. Landscape Forum);

 strengthening already existing forest-related legal instruments
(i.e. UNFCCC, CBD and ITTA) or possibly initiating the
development of a legally binding instrument on forests at the
global level;

 transferring the global forest dialogue to already existing
organizations and processes (i.e. High Level Forum on
Sustainable Development, FAO and UNEP); and

 developing and strengthening forest processes at the regional
and sub-regional level and the possibility of connecting these to
a global framework, either legally or non-legally binding.



4

Section B: Performance of the UN Forum on Forests and
its process since 2000

Key achievements

Universal and holistic approach to SFM
UNFF was established in 2000, after long negotiations, and it is a
unique UN body, in that it has universal membership, but is organized
under the ECOSOC. UNFF’s universal membership is a testimony of
the universal relevance of forest issues. No other forest-related
organization, or process, has this unique membership, which is
combined with a holistic mandate that covers all three pillars of
sustainable forest management. Sweden also believes that CPF
contributes to the uniqueness of the UNFF, see more under section E.

Keeping the forest agenda alive
UNFF has been able to raise awareness among governments and
within the UN system on the importance of forests to people around
the world and how forests contribute to sustainable development and
the MDGs. UNFF has adopted several resolutions to this effect over
the years, most notably on the NLBI and GOF:s. Looking back some 15
to 20 years, it is evident that governments, through a continued
dialogue, have been able to overcome great resistance in order to
address governance issues, such as land tenure and illegal logging.
Both these issues were, in the beginning, so contentious and difficult
that no one dared to address them. Today, governments speak freely
about these issues and acknowledge their problems of tackling both
illegal logging and weak land tenure rights. Other issues that were
difficult for the international forest community to initially employ
were concepts developed in the environment and nature conservation
fields, such as ecosystem services and landscape approach, which are
now widely accepted. UNFF has contributed to these developments by
offering a platform for discussions and dialogue between governments,
intergovernmental organizations and stakeholders.

The International Year of Forests, which was later followed by the
establishment of the International Day of Forests, are also examples of
how UNFF has been able to raise the profile of forests globally and
kept it on the UN agenda for the last 13 years. In Sweden we celebrated
the International Year of Forests by high lighting the very important
and multifunctional role that forests play in the society. This was done
by celebrating the International Year of Forests at seminars,
workshops and other forest related activities all over the country. A
tree planting campaign was also launched in conjunction with
organisation of Forest Days at 15 different locations spread over the
country. A website for the International Year of Forests was also
developed where a large number of forest activities during the year
were widely spread.
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IFF are not prioritized by governments and there is a lack of follow up.
Reporting to UNFF is low and not much room is given during the
sessions to address obstacles to implementation. Moreover, it is
difficult to track progress and proper impact assessments are lacking.

Negotiation by exhaustion
UNFF sessions are characterized by long negotiations, stretching over
days and nights. The informal nature and trust building exercise often
applied during CLI are often long gone, as countries return to classical
grouping during tough negotiations. A common tactic seems to be
negotiation by exhaustion, which unfortunately is a common practice
in many other multilateral organizations and instruments, including
UNFF. The real deals, in the final hours of negotiations, are done by a
small set of people in closed rooms.

There is a tendency that many countries are represented by their UN
diplomats rather than by forest policy experts from their capital. This
often leads to a difficulty to advance on real substance, or technical
issues. Instead, much attention is given to more cross-cutting UN
issues. Sweden would welcome exploring more innovative working
methods during UNFF sessions, in order to stimulate far more fruitful
dialogue on real content and cooperation across regional and political
groups in order to break block dynamics.

The traditional grouping and polarization between various political
groupings may also be a contributing factor to why UNFF has failed to
progressively address new emerging issues and helped to shape the
forest agenda in a successful and effective manner. The combination of
both in effective meetings and inability to address “hot” issues has led
to that UNFF is no longer the front-runner, the main forum for forest
policy dialogue. Instead the forest dialogue, over the last few years, has
been conducted in other fora, such as in the context of climate
(REDD+), or the various processes set up as a follow up to Rio+20 and
the post 2015 development agenda.

Stakeholders are left behind
A great disappointment from a Swedish perspective is the inability of
UNFF to engage stakeholders, or what is commonly called major
groups (9 major groups were identified at UNCED in 1992). Sweden
has always encouraged stakeholders to be included in its delegation,
or has facilitated the participation of Swedish stakeholders to
contribute to the inputs to the sessions from major groups. Sweden is
also concerned about the representativeness of some major groups
when not a sufficient number of stakeholders are participating at
UNFF sessions.

However, Sweden takes great pride in participating in the multi-
stakeholder dialogue during UNFF sessions. Sweden regularly makes
statements to show support to efforts made by major groups and to
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highlight the importance of engaging stakeholders in global forest
policy making. Sweden is of the opinion that major groups should be
allowed to speak, not only during the multi-stakeholder dialogue, but
also throughout the session by making suggestions to draft
negotiating text along some existing practices that are commonly used
in other processes, such as the Forest Europe process.

Section C: The Non-Legally Binding Instrument on All
Types of Forests (Forest Instrument) and the Global
Objectives on Forests (GOFs)

The Forest Instrument represents a broad consensus on sustainable
forest management. The Forest Instrument is well reflected in the
Swedish model of sustainable forests management. However, the
Forest Instrument has had limited impact on the Swedish forest
sector, since the majority of actions in the Forests Instrument are
already part of national legislation and normal practices. The Forest
Instrument has, to some extent, contributed, along with other global
forest-related processes, to raise the need for the Government to
address the interconnectivity of national and global action on
sustainable forest management. As discussed earlier, this is one of the
main focuses of the Forest Kingdom: with values for the world.

As regards to the GOFs, and in particular the fourth one dealing with
reversing the decline in ODA for sustainable forest management,
Sweden would like to promote forestry issues in a more combined
way, interlinked in the sustainable agendas of climate and
environment as well as energy and private sector. The aim is to focus
on the importance of forest issues in developing context and try to
find a good entry point into a broader sustainable agenda.

Section D: The Forum’s Secretariat

The ECOSOC resolution that established UNFF called for a compact
Secretariat to service the IAF. As a result, a small Secretariat was
established in DESA as an independent unit under the USG, building
on the previous IPF/IFF Secretariat that had been part of the Division
on Sustainable Development.

Initially, the Secretariat enjoyed great support from CPF members
through secondments of Senior staff (ITTO, UNEP and FAO).
However, with time Sweden notes with disappointment that CPF
members have been sending less secondments and that the level of
those staff members has decreased. Sweden believes that the
secondment of CPF members is an important means of ensuring the
policy coordination, which is one of the principle functions of the IAF.
Moreover, CPF members, with their different comparative advantage,
can significantly strengthen the Forum Secretariat on key technical
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issues, since the core UNFF Secretariat are often more generalists or
former UN diplomats.
Several countries have also seconded staff to the Secretariat, or
contributed to the UNFF trust fund, that has enabled additional staff
to be hired. Sweden wishes to thank those countries that have
generously supported the UNFF trust fund over the years. Sweden has
only contributed with limited resources to the UNFF trust fund and
mainly in support of the Facilitative Process. However, Sweden
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However, Sweden sees the limitations of CPF as not being able to
deliver a coordinated response at the operational level
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